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REAL PARTY OF INTEREST 

The real party of interest in this appeal is the following party: Lester Sussman of 
Bethesda, Maryland. 



RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Not Applicable. 



STATUS OF CLAIMS 

A. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

The claims in the application are: 1-5, 7, 8, 11-18 and 20-24. 

B. STATUS OF ALL OF THE CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

Claims cancelled: None 

Claims withdrawn from consideration but not cancelled: None 

Claims pending: : 1-5, 7, 8, 11-18 and 20-24 

Claims allowed: None 

Claims rejected: : 1-5, 7, 8, 11-18 and 20-24 

Claims objected to: None 

C. CLAIMS ON APPEAL 

The claims on appeal are: : 1-5, 7, 8, 11-18 and 20-24 



STATUS OF AMMENDMENTS 

No Amendment was filed after the Final Office Action of August, 19, 2011. Accordingly, 
the claims on appeal herein are as amended in the Response filed March 21, 2011. 
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SUMMARY OF CLAIMED MATTER 



A. CLAIM 1- INDEPENDENT 

A television device (FIG. 1, labels 1-2; FIG. 2, label 2) is used to enable a viewer to 
extract (Pg. 9, II. 4 - 32), on-demand, a displayed television advertisement's contact 
information. The television advertisement's contact information is embedded, prior 
to broadcast, in the advertisement's broadcast television signal as teletext data (Pg. 
2, II. 13 - 45; Pg. 3, entire; Pg. 4, II. 1 - 14; Pg. 8, II. 39 - 46; Pg. 9, II. 1 - 2). The 
television device (FIG. 1, labels 1 - 2) extracts the advertisement's contact 
information from the teletext data (Pg. 9, II. 4 - 32) and stores it in a specific memory 
in the television device (FIG. 2, label 35), which is separate from where it stores 
normal teletext data (FIG. 2, label 36). The viewer can display on the television's 
screen (FIG. 1, label 1; Pg. 10, II. 17 - 18) the extracted and stored television 
advertisement's contact information (Pg. 10, II. 12 - 23). The viewer can transfer the 
extracted television advertisement's contact information to a television remote 
control device (FIG. 2, label 3; FIG. 3; Pg. 10, II. 12 - 23). The viewer can display the 
transferred television advertisement's contact information on a screen on the 
television remote control device (FIG. 3, label 41). The television device comprises of 
a microcontroller circuit (FIG. 2, label 32), memory circuits (FIG. 2, labels 35 - 36) and 
a transceiver circuit (FIG. 2, label 33 - 34) to execute the extraction, storage and 
transmission of the television advertisement's contact information (Pg. 5, II. 26; Pg. 
6, II. 1-33). 

B. CLAIM 3 -INDEPENDENT 

A television remote control device (FIG. 1, label 3; FIG. 2, label 3; FIG. 3) is used to 
enable a viewer to extract, on-demand, a displayed television advertisement's 
contact information (Pg. 6, II. 27-46; Pg. 7, entire; Pg. 8, II. 1 - 20). The television 
advertisement's contact information is embedded, prior to broadcast, in the 
advertisement's broadcast television signal as teletext data (Pg. 2, II. 13 - 45; Pg. 3, 
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entire; Pg. 4, II. 1 - 14; Pg. 8, II. 39 - 46; Pg. 9, II. 1 - 2). The television device (FIG. 2, 
label 2) extracts the advertisement's contact information from the teletext data (Pg. 
9, II. 4 - 32) and stores it in a specific memory (FIG. 2, label 35), which is separate 
from where it stores normal teletext data (FIG. 2, label 36). The viewer can display 
on the television's screen (FIG. 1, label 1; Pg. 10, II. 17 - 18) the extracted and stored 
television advertisement's contact information. The viewer can transfer the 
extracted television advertisement's contact information to the television remote 
control device (FIG. 2, label 3; Pg. 9, II. 37 - 46; Pg. 10, II. 1 - 23) from the television 
device (FIG. 2, label 2). The viewer can display the transferred television 
advertisement's contact information on a screen (FIG. 3, label 41) on the television 
remote control device (Pg. 10, II. 5 - 10; Pg. 10, II. 22 - 23). The television remote 
control device comprises of a microcontroller circuit (Pg. 6, II. 47; Pg. 7, II. 1), a 
memory circuit (Pg. 6, II. 45 - 46; Pg. 7, II. 1; Pg. 7, II. 4 - 5) and a transceiver circuit 
(FIG. 3, label 40; Pg. 6, II. 1 - 3) to execute the viewer's command regarding the 
television advertisement's contact information. 

C. CLAIM 13 - INDEPENDENT 

A method comprising a television device (FIG. 2, label 2) and a television remote 
control device (FIG. 2, label 3) to extract, on-demand, a displayed television 
advertisement's contact information Pg. 6, II. 27 - 46; Pg. 7, entire; Pg. 8, II. 1 - 20). 
The viewer's interaction is via the television remote control (FIG. 2, label 3; Pg. 6, II. 
25 - 46; Pg. 7, entire; Pg. 8, II. 1 - 20). The television advertisement's contact 
information is embedded, prior to broadcast, in the advertisement's broadcast 
television signal as teletext data (Pg. 2, II. 13 - 45; Pg. 3, entire; Pg. 4, II. 1 - 14; Pg. 8, 
II. 39 - 46; Pg. 9, II. 1 - 2). The television device (FIG. 2, label 2) extracts the 
advertisement's contact information from the teletext data (Pg. 9, II. 4 - 32) and 
stores it in a specific memory (FIG. 2, label 35), which is separate from where it 
stores normal teletext data (FIG. 2, label 36). The viewer can display on the 
television's screen (FIG. 1, label 1; Pg. 10, II. 17 - 18) the extracted and stored 
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television advertisement's contact information. The viewer can transfer the 
extracted television advertisement's contact information to the television remote 
control device (FIG. 2, label 3; Pg. 9, II. 37 - 46; Pg. 10, II. 1 - 23) from the television 
device (FIG. 2, label 2). The viewer can display the transferred television 
advertisement's contact information on a screen (FIG. 3, label 41) on the television 
remote control device (Pg. 10, II. 5 - 10; Pg. 10, II. 22 - 23). The television remote 
control device comprises of a microcontroller circuit Pg. 6, II. 47; Pg. 7, II. 1), a 
memory circuit (Pg. 6, II. 45 - 46; Pg. 7, II. 1; Pg. 7, II. 4 - 5) and a transceiver circuit 
(FIG. 3, label 40; Pg. 6, II. 1 - 3) to execute the viewer's commands regarding the 
television advertisement's contact information. 

D. CLAIM 2 -DEPENDENT 

The television viewer's interaction with the displayed television advertisement is via 
specific keys (FIG. 3, labels 44 - 49; Pg. 6, II. 25 - 46; Pg. 7, II. 1 - 41) on the television 
remote control device(FIG. 3; Pg. 6, II. 25 - 46; Pg. 7, II. 1 - 41). The viewer's 
interaction includes: selecting (Pg. 6, II. 44 - 46; Pg. 7, II. 1) and displaying the 
television advertisement's contact information on the television's screen (Pg. 10, II. 
17 - 18); selecting a television advertisement displayed on the television device and 
displaying the television advertisement's contact information on the television 
remote control device's screen (FIG. 3, label 41; Pg. 9, II. 46; Pg. 10, II. 1 - 10); and 
selecting from the television device's memory a stored advertisement's contact 
information and transmitting it to the television remote control device (Pg. 7, II. 3 - 
6; Pg. 10, II. 12-23). 

E. CLAIM 4 -DEPENDENT 

The television remote control device (FIG. 3) enables the television viewer execute 
various commands such as: to retrieve and to display on the remote control device's 
screen any television advertisement's contact information for any advertisement 
currently displayed on the television screen (Pg. 9, II. 46; Pg. 10, II. 1 - 10); to retrieve 
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a previously extracted and stored advertisement's contact information from the 
television device's memory and to display, on the remote control device's screen, 
the television advertisement's contact information for the advertisement retrieved 
from television memory (Pg. 10, II. 12 - 23); to select (Pg. 7, II. 11 - 14) and to delete 
(Pg. 7, II. 8 - 9) a previously extracted and stored advertisement's contact 
information from the television device's memory. 

F. CLAIM 5 -DEPENDENT 

The television remote control device (FIG. 3) further enables the television viewer to 
execute various commands such as: to retrieve and to display on the remote 
control device's screen any television advertisement's contact information stored in 
the remote control device's memory (Pg. 7, II. 3 - 6); transmitting any television 
advertisement's contact information stored in the remote control device's memory 
to another electronic device (Pg. 7, II. 16 - 33); and to select and to delete a stored 
advertisement's contact information from the remote control device's memory (Pg. 
7, 11.8-9). 

G. CLAIM 7 -DEPENDENT 

The television advertisement's contact information can be either analog or digital 
teletext data (Pg. 4, II. 10 - 14). 

H. CLAIM 8 -DEPENDENT 

The electronic device to which the viewer transmits a television advertisement's 
contact information from the remote control device, is a device (FIG. 1, labels 4 - 5) 
other than the television device and the remote control device. 

I. CLAIM 11 -DEPENDENT 

The transceiver circuit in the television device can be either an infra-red circuit (Pg. 
6, II. 6 - 7) or a Bluetooth circuit (Pg. 6, II. 9 - 10). 



(Appeal Brief Page 6 of 56) 
Sussman, Lester 10/679,206 



J. CLAIM 12 -DEPENDENT 

The transceiver circuit in the television device can be either an infra-red circuit (Pg. 
6, II. 6 - 7) or a Bluetooth circuit (Pg. 6, II. 9 - 10). 

K. CLAIM 14 -DEPENDENT 

A method comprising a television device (FIG. 1, labels 1 - 2) and a television remote 
control device (FIG. 3) to extract, on-demand, a displayed television advertisement's 
contact information, which has been stored in a memory on the television device 
(Pg. 8, II. 22 - 46; Pg. 9, II. 1 - 35) and to transmit the contact information to the 
remote control device (Pg. 9, II. 37 - 46; Pg. 10, II. 1 - 23). The viewer is also able to 
store the transmitted television advertisement's contact information in a memory 
on the remote control device (Pg. 10, II. 9 - 10; Pg. 10, II. 22 - 23). The viewer can 
then navigate through the television device's memory (Pg. 6, II. 40 - 42), which has 
television advertisement(s) contact information stored therein, by using keys on the 
remote control device (FIG. 3, labels 43 - 45; Pg. 6, II. 37 - 46; Pg. 7, II. 1 - 6). Any 
television advertisement's contact information, which has been stored in the 
television device memory, can be displayed on the television screen by the viewer 
by using the remote control device (Pg. 7, II. 11 - 14; Pg. 10, II. 18). 

L. CLAIM 15 -DEPENDENT 

A method comprising a television device (FIG. 1, labels 1 - 2) and a television remote 
control device (FIG. 3) to extract, on-demand, a displayed television advertisement's 
contact information, which has been stored in a memory on the television device 
(Pg. 8, II. 22 - 46; Pg. 9, II. 1 - 35) and in a memory on the remote control device (Pg. 
8, II. 22 - 46; Pg. 9, II. 1 - 35). The viewer is able to display on the remote control 
device's screen any television advertisement contact information stored in the 
remote control device's memory (Pg. 10, II. 9 - 10; Pg. 10, II. 22 - 23). The viewer can 
then navigate through the remote control device's memory, which has television 
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advertisement(s) contact information stored therein, by using keys on the remote 
control device (Pg. 6, II. 40 -42). Any television advertisement's contact information, 
which has been stored in the remote control device memory, can be displayed on 
the television screen by the viewer by using the remote control device (Pg. 7, II. 3 - 6; 
Pg. 10, II. 18). The viewer can use the television advertisement's contact 
information, which is stored in the remote control device memory, to contact a 
representative of the television via another electronic device (Pg. 10, II. 38 - 46; Pg. 
11,11.1-2; Pg. 11,11.10-14). 

M. CLAIM 16 -DEPENDENT 

The electronic device to which the viewer transmits television advertisement's 
contact information from the remote control device, is a device other than the 
television device and the remote control device. The electronic device can be a 
telephone (FIG. 1, label 4; Pg. 8, II. 1; Pg. 11, II. 10 - 14), a computer (FIG. 1, label 5; 
Pg. 8, II. 3; Pg. 10, II. 38 - 46; Pg. 11, II. 1 - 2), a personal digital assistant (Pg. 11, II. 4 - 
8; Pg. 11, II. 25 - 27) or a television set-top box (FIG. 1, label 2; Pg. 7, II. 31). 

N. CLAIM 17 - DEPENDENT 

The embedded television advertisement's contact information is transmitted as part 
of a cable television signal (FIG. 2, label 50; Pg. 8, II. 39) , or a satellite television 
signal (FIG. 2, label 50; Pg. 8, II. 39) or a broadcast television signal, signal (FIG. 2, 
label 50; Pg. 8, II. 39). 

O. CLAIM 22 -DEPENDENT 

The embedded television advertisement's contact information is distinguished from 
other teletext data [Pg. 4, II. 24 - 25] by using a start tag [Pg. 4, II. 22 - 23] and end 
tag [Pg. 4, II. 23 - 24] to encapsulate the contact data. 
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P. CLAIM 23 -DEPENDENT 

The embedded television advertisement's contact information is distinguished from 
other teletext data [Pg. 4, II. 24 - 25] by using a start tag [Pg. 4, II. 22 - 23] and end 
tag [Pg. 4, II. 23 - 24] to encapsulate the contact data. 

Q. CLAIM 24 -DEPENDENT 

The embedded television advertisement's contact information is distinguished from 
other teletext data [Pg. 4, II. 24 - 25] by using a start tag [Pg. 4, II. 22 - 23] and end 
tag [Pg. 4, II. 23 - 24] to encapsulate the contact data. 



GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

The grounds of rejection to review on appeal are as follows: 

A. GROUND OF REJECTION 1 

Claims 1 - 2, 7, 11 and 22 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0114199 to Takeyasu (hereinafter 
"Takeyasu") in view of U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0050045 to Kennedy 
(hereinafter "Kennedy"). 

B. GROUND OF REJECTION 2 

Claims 3-5, 8, 12 - 17 and 23 - 24 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0114199 to Takeyasu 
(hereinafter "Takeyasu") in view of U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0050045 to 
Kennedy (hereinafter "Kennedy") and in view of U.S Patent 6,882,299 to Allport 
(hereinafter "Allport"). 
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C. GROUND OF REJECTION 3 

Claims 18, 20 - 21 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0114199 toTakeyasu (hereinafter "Takeyasu") in 
view of U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0050045 to Kennedy (hereinafter "Kennedy"), 
in view of U.S Patent 6,882,299 to Allport (hereinafter "Allport") and in view of U.S 
Patent 5,708,478 to Tognazzini (hereinafter "Tognazzini"). 

ARGUMENT 

A. GROUND OF REJECTION 1 (Claims 1 - 2, 7, 11 and 22) 

Claims 1 - 2, 7, 11 and 22 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0114199 to Takeyasu (hereinafter "Takeyasu") in view of U.S. 
Patent Publication 2003/0050045 to Kennedy (hereinafter "Kennedy"). 

The Examiner bears the burden of establishing a prima facie case of obviousness based on the 
prior art when rejecting claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103. In re Fritch, 972 F.2d 1260, 23 U.S.P.Q.2d 
1790 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

With respect to Claim 1, the Office Action dated August 19, 2011 (Page 2, entire through Page 
6, II. 1 - 4) asserts Takeyasu as teaching every element of the claim except "on acquiring 
the contact information during display of said television 
advertisement picture signal on said active television 
apparatus; an insertion time occurring in non real-time to said 
television picture signal transmission to said active television 
apparatus", which it asserts Kennedy as teaching (Office Action Page 6, II. 16 - 21). 

For an invention to be prima facie obvious, the prior art must teach or suggest aM claim 
limitations. In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 U.S.P.Q. 580 (C.C.P.A. 1974). In this case the 
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Examiner has not met this burden because aM of the recited features of the claims are not 
found in the cited prior art references as believed by the Examiner. 

There are many instances where the Examiner has mistakenly conflated references for 
Appellant's claim limitations. Each of these mistakenly conflated references is now argued: 

A.l. Claim 1: Takeyasu 

Takeyasu does not teach or suggest, as believed by the Examiner on Page 2, lines 16 - 19 of the 
Office Action, that "Takeyasu teaches an active television apparatus 
(figure 4, entire) to extract on-demand television advertisement 
contact information (Para. 0033, 11. 6-11 (user request leads to 
retrieval of contact information selected from the displayed 
list on television [sic] ) ) " (emphasis added). Examiner has mistakenly concluded that 
an advertisement is "selected from the displayed list on television 
[sic]". Takeyasu [Para. 0033, II. 6 - 11] teaches that the "information delivering unit 2 stores 
access information such as a phone number, etc. for getting access to a company, etc. of the 
delivery source of a commercial inserted during a television program, and delivers this 
information in response to a delivering request of the portable information terminal 3" 
(emphasis added), i.e. nothing is taught or suggested regarding Examiner's mistaken assertion 
that the "user request leads to retrieval of contact information 
selected from the displayed list on [a] television". Furthermore, 
Appellant's Claim 1 does not claim "contact information selected from the 
displayed list on [a] television" as mistakenly asserted by the Examiner, but 
claims: 

"(e) a first display in said active television apparatus for generating images 
representative of selected portions by said television viewer of said teletext 
advertisement contact data block, 

(f) a first block selection means for selecting by said television viewer said 
teletext advertisement contact data block for display by said television viewer on 
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said first display in said active television apparatus". 
It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1. 
A.l.l. Claim 1 (b): Takeyasu 

On Page 3, lines 3 - 7 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "a data acquisition 
circuit (5) for acquiring said page of teletext data of said [sic] 
in said television advertisement picture signal (Para 0033, 11. 
14-23) , wherein said page of teletext data in said television 
advertisement picture signal comprising a teletext advertisement 
contact data block and other teletext data ( other teletext data 
for example extraction timing data is inherent see decoder Para. 
0033, 11. 22 ) " (emphasis added). Firstly, "other teletext data" is taught by 
Appellant as "other teletext information, such as closed captioning" [Specification, Page 6, II. 9]. 
Secondly, it is well known in the art that teletext data, i.e. Appellant's "other teletext 
data" includes a multiplicity of data, which is deemed to be of interest to a television viewer, 
such as "news, weather forecasts and television programs" (see Examiner's 
previously cited reference to Staron U.S. Patent Number 6,021,185 [Col. 1 II. 18 - 20]). Appellant 
found no prior art reference which cites Examiner's conclusion that "other teletext 
data for example extraction timing data " would be of interest to a television 
viewer and hence is stored in teletext data memory for retrieval and viewing by a television 
viewer. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim 1(b) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

A.1.2. Claim 1 (d): Takeyasu 

On Page 3, lines 14 - 17 of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (d) a second memory in 
said active television apparatus for storing a plurality of said 
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other teletext data (101 includes CPU, memory ( memory in 101 
meets "second memory" ) (CPU needs memory to store control data 
(for example teletext extraction timing data ) ) for execution 
(Para. 0027, 11. 1-7 ))" (emphasis added). Appellant disagrees with the Examiner's 
conclusions about Takeyasu's MCU 101. Takeyasu explicitly teaches that the memory in MCU 
101 "controls the operation of the information delivering unit 2" 
(emphasis added) [Para 0027, II. 7] and is not used to store "for example teletext 
extraction timing data" as mistakenly believed by the Examiner. This is in keeping 
with what is well known in the art about a microprocessor's (MCU) integrated chip (IC) memory 
usage, i.e. a MCU's controlling program is stored in IC ROM (read-only memory) and the 
relatively small amount of associated IC RAM (random-access memory) is used for arithmetic 
and Boolean functions, as well as program memory access. MCU IC RAM is not used to store 
large amounts of data, such as Appellant's claimed "other teletext data", which need to be 
retained in a power-down operating mode. For example, Intel's well-known and popular 
8051AH 8-bit (1 byte) MPU has 4 Kbytes of IC ROM and 128 bytes of IC RAM. Furthermore the 
MCU IC RAM is not non-volatile RAM (NVRAM), i.e. on power-down any data stored in the 
MCU's IC RAM would be lost. In other words, if, arguendo, an advertisement's contact data is 
stored in the Examiner's relied upon MCU's memory, the data would be lost on power-down. It 
is well known in the art that pertinent television devices store laree amounts of non-volatile 
teletext data such as news, weather, TV programs, etc. The Examiner's objection is therefore 
mistakenly conclusionary. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim 1(d) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

A.1.3. Claim 1 (e): Takeyasu 

On Page 3, lines 18 - 21 of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (e) a first display in 
said active television apparatus for generating images of 
selected portions by said television viewer of said page of 
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teletext advertisement contact block (figure 1, labels 1, 11, 
16, 12-15; Para 0013, 11. 17-31 ) [sic]". Firstly, Takeyasu [Para. 0013] only has 
eighteen (18) lines and not the "31" as cited by the Examiner. Secondly, Takeyasu does not 
teach or suggest, as claimed by Appellant, "a first display in said active television apparatus for 
generating images representative of selected portions by said television viewer of said 
teletext advertisement contact data block ". In other words, Takeyasu does not teach or 
suggest that a television viewer can display the viewed television advertisement's teletext 
contact information on the television display . Takeyasu clearly teaches that "access 
information is information for getting access to an information source relative to the displayed 
contents of the information display medium 1" [Para. 0027, 11.9 - 12] and is displayed on the 
" display 204 " [Para. 0031, II. 21 - 22] of the " portable information terminal 3 " [Para. 0031, II. 
1]. Takeyasu's "portable information terminal 3" is not taught as a television 
apparatus. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim 1(e) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

A.1.4. Claim 1 (f): Takeyasu 

On Page 4, lines 1 - 6 of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (f) a first block 
selection means (figure 3, first delivery request button meets 
"first block selection means "; Para. 0031, 11. 17-23 (equivalent 
to Applicant's 43 key see Para. 0064 of Applicant's 
specification) ) for selecting by said television viewer said 
teletext advertisement contact data block for display by said- 
television viewer on said first display in said active 
television apparatus (Para. 0031, 11. 17-31 (list to be 
navigated to make a selection) )" (emphasis added). None of the Examiner's 
above cited references teach Appellant's claimed "a first block selection means for selecting by 
said television viewer said teletext advertisement contact data block for display by said 



(Appeal Brief Page 14 of 56) 
Sussman, Lester 10/679,206 



television viewer on said first display in said active television apparatus ". Examiner's 
relied upon cited references teach viewer requested data is displayed on the " portable 
information terminal 3 " [Para. 0031, entire], i.e. on a " display 204 " [Para. 0031, 
II. 11 and II. 22; Fig. 3) and not on a television as claimed by Appellant. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim 1(f) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

A.1.5. Claim 1 (g) (2): Takeyasu 

On Page 4, lines 7 - 18 of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (g) a first wireless 
transceiver circuit (figure 2, label 103) in said active 
television apparatus [...] f or (2) receiving said television 
teletext advertisement contact data block navigation 
instructions into said active television apparatus (Para. 0 031, 
11. 22-31), said teletext advertisement contact data block 
navigation instructions to navigate by said television viewer a 
plurality of said teletext advertisement contact data block 
stored in said first memory (102) in said active television 
apparatus (Para. 0031, 11. 17-31; figure 1, label 1, 11, 16, 12- 
15; Para. 0034, 11. 1-7; Para. 001, 11. 1-9 ( the list of 
teletext contact data and company information meets "plurality 
of teletext advertisement contact data block" ) ) " (emphasis added). 
Takeyasu does not teach or suggest that a television viewer navigates "teletext advertisement 
contact data block stored in said first memory in said active television apparatus ", as claimed 
by Appellant. Takeyasu explicitly teaches that "when there are plural information delivering 
units in the neighborhood, it is necessary to select one suitable information delivering unit. 
The information delivering unit delivers the list of the above stored access information in 
response to the first delivering request. The portable information terminal 3 receives this list 
through the communication device 202, and displays this access information list in the display 
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204 . The names of advertised articles and company names are shown in the list. A user 
designates an article name and a company name as an object from the list by using the up-down 
key 205, etc. When the suitable button 206 is pushed, a second delivering request signal is sent to 
the information delivering unit 2. The information delivering unit 2 delivers the access 
information relative to the designated article, etc. in response to this second delivering request 
signal, and this information is stored to a memory of the portable information terminal 3." [Para. 
0031, 11. 15 -31] (emphasis added). In other words, all of Takeyasu's advertisement 
"navigation" is executed on the portable information terminal's display 204 and not on 
Appellant's claimed television display. Takeyasu does not teach or suggest that a single 
information delivering unit stores "a plurality of said teletext data" for multiple television 
advertisements . Takeyasu teaches that each information delivering unit stores a single 
advertisement and its associated "list" of "access information" (see below Appellant's section 
titled "B.1.5. Claim 4: Takeyasu"). 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim 1(g)(2) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

A.1.6. Claim 1 (h): Takeyasu 

On Pages 4 (bottom) - 5 (top) of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (h) a second block 
selection means (Para. 0016, 11. 1-7 ( retrieval function to dial 

advertiser for example by telephone device without manually 
inputting the phone number in other words retrieving from the 
telephone storage memory see Para. 0031, 11. 5 meets "a second 
block selection means" consistent with Applicants [sic] 42 key see 

Applicant's specification Para. 0063)) for selecting said 
television viewer [sic] said teletext contact data block for 
display by said television viewer on a second display on said 
remote control device (Para. 0034, 11. 1-9; Para. 0031, 11. 17- 
31) ". In Claim 1 (h) Appellant does not claim a "retrieval function to dial [an] 
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advertiser for example by telephone device without manually 
inputting the phone number in other words retrieving from the 
telephone storage memory" as stated by Examiner. In Claim 1 (h) Appellant claims "a 
second block selection means for selecting by said television viewer said teletext advertisement 
contact data block for display by said television viewer on a second display on said 
remote control device ", i.e. which is not a "retrieval function to dial 
advertiser" as believed by the Examiner. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim 1(h) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

A.1.7. Claim 1 (i): Takeyasu 

On Page 5, lines 4 - 10 of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (i) a third block 
selection means (Para. 0016, 11. 1-7 ( selecting only the 
required information stored in the television memory 102 is 
consistent with Applicants [sic] 44 key see Applicant's 

specification Para. 0065 ( get required information function 
meets "a third block selection means" ) ) for selecting by said 
television viewer said teletext advertisement contact data block 
for transmission to said remote control device from said first 
memory (Para. 0016, 11. 1-7; Para. 0031, 11. 17-31; Para. 0011, 
11. 1-9; Para. 0034, 11. 1-7 ))" (emphasis added). Appellant's Claim 1 (i) claims 
"a third block selection means for selecting by said television viewer said teletext advertisement 
contact data block for transmission to said remote control device, from said first memory ". 
Examiner's cited reference in objecting to Appellant's "third block selection means" 
[Para. 0016, II. 1-7; Para. 0031, II. 17 - 31] is the same as the Examiner's objection to 
Appellant's "second block selection means" [Para. 0031, II. 5, 17 - 31], but is taught 
in Takeyasu's section titled SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION versus Takeyasu's section titled 
DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS, i.e. "the delivering request means can have 
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means for selecting only required access information from the access information, and requesting 
the delivery of the required access information" [Para. 0016, II. 1 - 5] is equivalent to Takeyasu's 
preferred embodiment detailed description: "names of advertised articles and company names 
are shown in the list. A user designates an article name and a company name as an object from 
the list by using the up-down key 205, etc. When the suitable button 206 is pushed, a second 
delivering request signal is sent to the information delivering unit 2. The information delivering 
unit 2 delivers the access information relative to the designated article, etc. in response to this 
second delivering request signal" [Para. 0031, II. 22 - 30]. Takeyasu does not teach "a third 
block selection means" as claimed by Appellant. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim l(i) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

A.1.8. Claim 1 (j): Takeyasu 

On Pages 5 (II. 11 - 22) - 6 (II. 1 - 4) of the Office Action, Examiner states: "a 

microcontroller (101) in said active television apparatus 
coupled to said first memory (102), said second memory (memory 
in 101; Para. 0027, 11. 6), said first display (figure 4, label 
4; figure 1, label 1; Para. 0013, 11. 7), said first page [sic] 
block selection means (first request; Para. 0031, 11. 17-31), 
said second page [sic] block selection means (second request; Para. 
0031, 11. 17 - 31), said third page [sic] block selection means 

(inherent see Para. 0031, 11. 17 - 31; Para. 001, 11. 1-9; Para. 
0034, 11. 1-7) [...] and (2) to select said teletext advertisement 
contact data block stored in said first memory (102) (Para. 
0031, 11. 22-31; (first request displays a list of data in 
memory of television)) in said active television apparatus (2), 
to be displayed by said television viewer on said first display 

(figure 4, label 4; Para. 0034, 11. 1-7) in said active 
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television apparatus in response to a request signal from said 
remote control device (Para. 0031, 11. 22-31 (see first 
request) ) ". Refer above to Appellant's applicable arguments regarding Examiner's 
objections to "said second memory (memory in 101; Para. 0027, 11. 6)" 
[see above the section titled "A.1.2. Claim Xld}:Sgke¥MSu "Y, "said first page [sic] 
block selection means" [see above the section titled "A. 1.4. Claim 1 (f): Takevasu "]; 
"said second page [sic] block selection means" [see above the section titled 
" A.1.6. Claim 1 (h): Takevasu"]; "said third page [sic] block selection means" 

[see above the section titled "A.l 1 7. i Ciajm ii l iii lj] i : Takeyasu"]; and "first request 

displays a list of data in memory of television" [see above the section 
titled " A.1.5. Cla im 1 (g) (2): Takevasu"]. Examiner above relies on Takeyasu [Para. 001, II. 1-9], 
but this cited reference has only three (3) lines. Furthermore it is not taught or suggested in 
Takeyasu that a viewer's selected advertisement contact data block can be "displayed by said 
television viewer on said first display in said active television apparatus in response to a 
request signal from said remote control device" as claimed by Appellant. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 1 
because the limitations of Claim l(j) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 1 is improper. 

Accordingly, neither Takeyasu, nor Kennedy, nor their combination discloses or suggests aM the 
features of Claim 1 and the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness in 
rejecting Claim 1. 

Claim 1 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy. Claims 2, 7, 11, and 22 
depend from and further restrict Independent Claim 1 and all also patentably distinguish over 
Takeyasu in view of Kennedy, at least by virtue of their dependency. 
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Therefore Claims 1, 2, 7, 11, and 22 patentably distinguish over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy 
and it is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of these 
claims. 

A.1.9. Claim 2: Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy 

On Page 7, lines 8 - 16 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Takeyasu, in view of 
Kennedy teaches everything in claim 1, in addition Takeyasu 

teaches the active television apparatus, wherein said first page 
[s/'c]block selection means (first request; Para. 0031, 11. 17-31), 
said second page [sic] block selection means (second request; Para. 
0031, 11. 17-31) and said third page [sic] block selection means 

(inherent see Para. 0034, 11. 1-7; Para. 0011, 11. 1-9; Para. 
0031, 11. 17-31) comprise a remote control device having a 
plurality of command keys (figure 3, labels 201 , 205 , 206 

(figure 3 meet s [sic] remote control because it controls the 
extraction of information from television device of figure 2, 
from a remote location see figure 2, labels 103) )" (emphasis added). 

Refer above to Appellant's applicable arguments regarding the Examiner's following objections: 

a) "said first page [sic] block selection means" [see above the 
section titled " A. 1 A C ; I s i i m ; 1 ( f ) : Takeyasu " 1 ; 

b) "said second page [sic] block selection means" [see above the 
section titled " A. 1.6. Claim 1 (h): Takeyasu"] and 

c) "said third page [sic] block selection means" [see above the 
section titled " A.1.7. Claim 1 CO: Takeyasu"]. 

Takeyasu's "portable telephone 201" and "up-down key 205 " cannot in any 
reasonable way be construed, as asserted by the Examiner, as Appellant's claimed specific 
command keys, i.e. "Recall-TVInfo 47 key" [Specification Page 10, II. 26 - 29], "Display-TVInfo 
45 key" [Specification Page 10, II. 17 - 21] and "Get-TVInfo 44 key" [Specification Page 10, II. 12 
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- 15]. Takeyasu's button 206 serves multiple purposes, i.e. in the first instance "button 206 
is pushed, a first delivering request signal is sent to the 
information delivering unit 2" (emphasis added) [Para. 0031, II. 13 - 14] and in the 
second instant "button 206 is pushed, a second delivering request 
signal is sent to the information delivering unit 2" (emphasis added) 
[Para. 0031, II. 25 - 27]. Clearly the Examiner's relied upon Takeyasu reference does not teach 
Appellant's Claim 2. 

Claim 2 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy. Claim 2 depends from and 
further restricts Independent Claim 1 and it also patentable distinguishes over Takeyasu in view 
of Kennedy, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 2. 
A.1.10. Claim 22: Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy 

On Page 8, lines 1 - 8 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Takeyasu, in view of 
Kennedy teaches the method of claim 1. In addition Takeyasu 

teaches the television apparatus, wherein said teletext 
advertisement contact data block comprises a first tag marking a 
start of said teletext advertisement contact data block, and a 
second tag marking an end of teletext advertising contact data 
block, wherein said first tag and said second tag uniquely 
distinguishing said teletext advertisement contact data block 
from said other teletext data ( tags are inherent to 
differentiate on contact information from another-see list Para. 
0031, 11. 22-31; Para. 0016, 11. 1-7 )" (emphasis added). Appellant disagrees 
with Examiner's conclusion. 

Firstly, Appellant's claim is not applied to "differentiate one contact 
information from another", but is used for "uniquely distinguishing said 
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teletext advertisement contact data block from said other 
teletext data " (emphasis added). See as well Appellant's argument to Examiner's 
mistaken conclusions regarding Appellant's "other teletext data" above in the section titled 

" A.l.l. Claim 1 fb): Takevasu " . 

Secondly, Examiner's conclusion that "tags are inherent to differentiate one 
contact information from another" is mistaken. It is well known in the art that 
data transmission can be fixed-byte-oriented, i.e. the communications data broadcaster and 
communications data recipient expect the data to be streamed in a fixed format without using 
tags. Arguendo, using Takeyasu's access information description "case in which access 
information 12 to 15 such as a phone number 12, the address of a home page (URL) 15, etc. 
relative to the advertised article" [Para. 0026, II. 11 - 14] the data can be streamed in a fixed- 
byte orientation as follows: advertisement-name (15 bytes in length) 
company-name (30 bytes in length) phone-number (16 bytes in 
length) home-page-url (30 bytes in length). Consider, arguendo, the 
following example of two (2) fixed-byte-oriented data streams sent using an example of two 
advertisements: 

Public-PAIR USPTO +1 (866)217-9197 http://portal.uspto.gov IP-Law 

Schmeiser, Olsen & Watts LLP (480)655-0073 http://www.iplawusa.com Next-Ad.... 

The above example's, tag-less, fixed-byte-oriented data stream that would be received and 
expanded is depicted below in Table 1. As can be clearly seen it is not inherent (i.e. permanent, 
essential or characteristic) to have tags, arguendo, "to differentiate one contact 
information from another" as mistakenly concluded by the Examiner. 
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Table 1 Tag-less Advertisement Data Streaming Example - Extracted Data 



advertisement-name 


companv-name 


Dhone-number 


home-oage-url 


Public-PAIR 


USPTO 


9197 


http://portal.uspto.gov 


IP-Law 


Schmeiser, Olsen & 
Watts LLP 


(480)655-0073 


http://www.iplawusa.com 



Appellant's above example of a tag-less, fixed-byte-oriented data stream clearly illustrates 
that tags are not required as believed by the Examiner, arguendo, such that "tags are 
inherent to differentiate one contact information from 
another". The Examiner's assertion of tag use is only one possibility, arguendo, "to 

differentiate one contact information from another" and is therefore 
not inherent. 

Claim 22 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy. Claim 22 depends from 
and further restricts Independent Claim 1 and it also patentable distinguishes over Takeyasu 
in view of Kennedy, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection Claim 22. 
A.1.13. CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, Claim 1 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy. Claims 2, 
7, 11, and 22 depend from and further restrict Independent Claim 1. Claims 2, 7, 11, and 22 
also patentably distinguish over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy, at least by virtue of their 
dependency. 

Therefore Claims 1, 2, 7, 11, and 22 patentably distinguish over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy 
and it is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of 
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these claims. 



B. GROUND OF REJECTION 2 (Claims 3 - 5, 8, 12 - 17 and 23 - 24) 

Claims 3 - 5, 8, 12 - 17 and 23 - 24 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0114199 to Takeyasu (hereinafter "Takeyasu") 
in view of U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0050045 to Kennedy (hereinafter "Kennedy") and in 
view of U.S Patent 6,882,299 to Allport (hereinafter "Allport"). 

The Examiner bears the burden of establishing a prima facie case of obviousness based on the 
prior art when rejecting claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103. In re Fritch, 972 F.2d 1260, 23 U.S.P.Q.2d 
1790 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

With respect to Claim 3, the Office Action dated August 19, 2011 [Page 8, lines 12 - 22 through 
Page 11, lines 1 - 13] asserts Takeyasu as teaching every element of the claim except "on 

acquiring the contact information during display of said 
television advertisement picture signal on said active 
television apparatus; an insertion time occurring in non real- 
time to said television picture signal transmission to said 
active television apparatus; remote control device for enabling 
(1) input of television channel selection, (2) input of 
television volume control, including (4) a selection input by 
said television viewer of said television advertisement of said 
television advertisement picture signal displayed on said 
television apparatus", which it asserts Kennedy as teaching. 

For an invention to be prima facie obvious, the prior art must teach or suggest aM claim 
limitations. In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 U.S.P.Q. 580 (C.C.P.A. 1974). In this case the 
Examiner has not met this burden because all of the recited features of the claims are not 
found in the cited prior art references as believed by the Examiner. 
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There are many instances where the Examiner has mistakenly conflated references for 
Appellant's claim limitations. Each of these mistakenly conflated references is now argued: 

B.l. Claim 3: Takeyasu 

Takeyasu does not teach or suggest, as believed by the Examiner on Page 8, lines 12 - 16 on the 
Office Action that "Takeyasu teaches a device (figure 3) to extract on- 
demand television advertisement contact information of a 
television advertisement picture signal displayed on an active 
television apparatus by a television viewer (Para. 0033, 11. 6- 
11 (user request leads to retrieval of contact information 
selected from the displayed list on television [sic]) ) " (emphasis added). 
Examiner has mistakenly concluded that an advertisement is "selected from the 
displayed list on television". Appellant's argument above in the section titled 
" AJL Claim 1: Takeyasu" applies here as well to the Examiner's mistaken conclusion regarding 
"the displayed list on [a] television". 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 3. 
B.l.l. Claim 3 (a): Takeyasu 

On Page 8, lines 17 -22 and Page 9, lines 1 - 3 of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (a) 

said television advertisement picture signal comprising a page 
of television teletext data embedded therein (figure 1, medium 
1; Para. 0013, 11. 7), wherein said page of television teletext 
data comprising a teletext advertisement contact data block and 
other teletext data (other teletext data for example extraction 
timing data is inherent see decoder Para. 0033, 11. 22), said 
teletext advertisement contact data block comprising a plurality 
of data, said plurality of data including contact information to 
contact on-demand (Para. 0031, 11. 22-31) by said television 
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viewer a representative of said television advertisement picture 
signal (figure 1, label 1; Para. 0013, 11. 7 (see advertisement 
picture and contact data (11, 16, 12-15, figure 1 labell)))". 
Regarding the Examiner's mistaken conclusion about "other teletext data", Appellant's 
argument applies here as well as detailed above in the section titled " A. 1.1. Claim 1 lb): 
Takeyasu ". 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 3 
because the limitations of Claim 3(a) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 3 is improper. 

B.1.2. Claim 3 (c): Takeyasu 

On Page 9, lines 13 - 16 of the Office Action, Examiner states: " (c) a second memory 
(memory in 101 meets second memory Para. 0027, 11. 5-6) in said 
active television apparatus for storing said other teletext data 
(data for processing teletext information for example teletext 
timing data is inherent see CPU Para 0 027 )". Regarding the Examiner's 
mistaken conclusion about "memory in 101 meets second memory", Appellant's 
argument applies here as well as detailed above in the section titled " A.1.2. Claim 1 (d): 
Takeyasu ". 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 3 
because the limitations of Claim 3(c) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 3 is improper. 

B.1.3. Claim 3 (g): Takeyasu 

On Page 10, lines 12 - 17 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "(g) a wireless 
transreceiver circuit (inherent see figure 2, label 103) in said 
device (figure 4, label 3) for transmitting (1) a set of control 
signals and (2) a set of data signals to said active television 
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apparatus (Para. 0031, 11. 22-31) and a third electronic device 
(laptop figure 1), and (3) for receiving an on-demand selection 
by said television viewer of said teletext advertisement contact 
data block from said active television apparatus (Para. 0031, 
11 . 22-31) ". The Examiner is mistaken in concluding that the device depicted in Takeyasu 
[Fig.l, label 3] is a "laptop" and consequently a "third electronic device" as 
claimed by Appellant. 

Firstly, the Examiner's cited device is clearly labeled '3 (emphasis added), which is taught by 
Takeyasu as "a portable information terminal 3" [see at least Para. 0025; and 
Para. 0031]. In other words, the Examiner's finding for a "third electronic device" is 
the same as the Examiner's stated "said device (figure 4, label 3) is a 
second electronic device" [Office Action Page 10, lines 2 -3 re Appellant's Claim 
3(d)]. 

Secondly, Takeyasu does not teach or suggest Examiner's relied upon "laptop". A full-text 
word search of Takeyasu using "laptop" found nothing. Examiner's finding is therefore 
mistakenly conclusionary. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 3 
because the limitations of Claim 3(g) are not taught in Takeyasu as believed by the Examiner, 
and hence the Examiner's rejection of Claim 3 is improper. 

B.1.4. Claim 3: Allport 

On Page 12, lines 5 - 13 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Takeyasu and Kennedy 
are silent on remote control device for enabling (1) input of 
television channel selection, (2) input of television volume 
control, including (4) a selection input by said television 
viewer of said television advertisement picture signal displayed 
on said active television apparatus". Appellant agrees with Examiner's 
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findings. The Examiner then goes on and states: "Allport teaches remote control 
device for enabling (1) input of television channel selection, 
(2) input of television volume control (inherent) in remote 
control device, including (4) a selection input by said 
television viewer of said television advertisement picture 
signal displayed on said active television apparatus (col. 12, 
11. 49-67; col. 20, 11. 45-58)". 

Firstly, Examiner's cited reference Allport [Col. 12, II. 49 - 67] teaches "a first area 145 is used to 
display a description 150 of the current program being watched on the primary display such 
as the TV. The information may include the source of the picture entertainment (e.g., cable, 
VCR, satellite TV, etc.), the station or channel (e.g., Ovation, HBO, channel 2, etc.), the name 
of the program (e.g., Miles Davis in Europe), and the start and end time of the picture 
entertainment " (emphasis added) [Col. 12, II. 49 - 56]. Allport does not teach or suggest a 
"television advertisement". Assuming, arguendo, that a television advertisement is 
considered as Allport's "current program being watched", Appellant asserts that knowing "the 
station or channel (e.g., Ovation, HBO, channel 2, etc.)" and "the start and end time of the 
picture entertainment" of a television advertisement would be of no interest to an averafie 
television viewer and hence the Examiner's relied upon Allport reference teaches away from 
Appellant's claimed invention. 

Secondly, when Allport is read and understood in its entirety, Examiner's cited reference Allport 
[Col. 20, II. 45 - 58] does not teach or suggest anything about controlling a television apparatus, 
but teaches controlling a " musical entertainment " device [Col. 18, II. 44; FIG. 10] in 
which the "ma j ority of the display 85 is devoted to listing the 
various sequences of music 325 as categorized by the consumer " 
(emphasis added) [Col. 18, 11.45-47]. Examiner's relied upon Allport reference "col. 20, 
11 . 4 5-5 8" is part of a " musical entertainment " device's description and 
consequently teaches away from Appellant's claim. 
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Claim 3 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport. Allport 
does not cure the above discussed deficiencies of Claim 3, and further, is not asserted to teach 
the features of Claim 3 that are deficient in Takeyasu in view of Kennedy. 

Thus, because the combination of Takeyasu in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport does not 
teach or suggest every element of Claim 3, it is respectfully requested that the Board reverse 
the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 3. 

B.1.5. Claim 4: Takeyasu 

On Page 13, lines 1 - 12 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Regarding claim 4 , 
Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport teaches the 
remote control of claim 3, in addition Takeyasu teaches a device 
wherein said set of communications instructions executed by said 
television viewer includes: 

(i) retrieval by said television viewer and display on said 
display in said device of said teletext advertisement contact 
data block for an advertisement displayed on said active 
television apparatus (Para. 0031, 11. 22-31); 

(ii) retrieval by said television viewer and display on said 
display in said device of said teletext advertisement contact 
data block for an advertisement stored in said active television 
apparatus first memory (102) of a television advertisement 
picture signal previously displayed on said active television 
apparatus (Para. 0031, 11. 22-31; Para. 0034, 11. 1-7 (currently 
displayed renders previously displayed obvious see also that 
selection is made from list ))" (emphasis added). 

When Takeyasu is read and understood in its entirety. Examiner's mistaken conclusion that 

"currently displayed renders previously displayed obvious see 
also that selection is made from list" makes no sense, because Takeyasu 
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teaches that each "information delivering unit" displays only a single advertisement [Para. 0028 
- 0029], .i.e. when "the information display medium 1 displaying the advertisement is replaced 
with a medium displaying another advertisement and an access destination to article 
information, etc. is changed, the information delivering unit 2 receives data containing newest 
access information 12 to 15 through the Internet, and updates the access information stored to 
the memory 102 by using the received data" [Para. 0029, II. 7 - 13]. Furthermore, as argued by 
the Appellant above in the section titled "A.1.5. Claim 1 (g ) $2): Takevasu", Examiner's "list" 
is not a list of a multiplicity of advertisements in one (1) of Takeyasu information delivering 
units as claimed by Appellant, but is such that each "information delivering unit delivers the list 
of the above stored access information in response to the first delivering request" [Para. 0031, 
II. 17 - 20] from a "list of adjacent [information delivering unit] bluetooth devices" [Para. 0031, 
II. 10] This results in the delivery of the "names of advertised articles and company names are 
shown in the list [transmitted by aM information delivering units, each of which sends a single 
advertised article and company name]" [Para. 0031, II. 22 - 23] to Takeyasu's portable 
information unit 3 . In other words, there are three (3) different lists taught by the Examiner's 
relied upon reference and it is unclear as to which list the Examiner is relying upon in the 
objection. 

Appellant grants that the way Takeyasu [Para. 0031] has been written can be somewhat 
confusing. For example, Takeyasu (now abandoned) teaches that the "information delivering 
unit delivers the list of the above stored access information" [Para. 0031, II. 17 - 19], i.e. only a 
single information delivering unit, but Takeyasu discusses the case in which "there are plural 
information delivering units in the neighborhood, it is necessary to select one suitable 
information delivering unit" (emphasis added) [Para. 0031, II. 15 - 17]. This implies that each of 
Takeyasu's information delivering units in the neighborhood, each deliver a name of the 
advertised article and company name (for an advertisement which is displayed on each of the 
information delivering unit's "information display medium 1" [Para. 0029, II. 7-8; Para 0030, II. 
5 - 13]) to Takeyasu's "portable information terminal 3" [Para. 0031, II. 2-3]. This teaches away 
from Appellant's claim which does not rely on multiple "information delivering unit[s]" as 
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taught in Takeyasu in the case of multiple advertisements being available for selection by a 
viewer. 

Claim 4 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu view of Kennedy in view of All 'port. Claim 4 
depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 3 and it also patentable distinguishes 
over Takeyasu view of Kennedy in view of All port, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 4. 

B.1.6. Claim 4: Allport 

On Page 13, lines 17 - 21 through Page 14, lines 1 - 3 of the Office Action, Examiner states: 

"Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, are silent on (iii) selection and 
deletion by said television viewer of teletext data stored in 
said first memory in said active television apparatus (Note: 
Applicant's specification is silent on deletion from the active 
television memory, however, memory management in the remote 
control can be extended to any other device for example) ". Appellant 
agrees with the Examiner's finding, but the Examiner continues: "Allport teaches 
selection and deletion by said television viewer of teletext 
data stored in said first memory in said active television 
apparatus (figure 2, label 135; col. 20, 11. 45-58)". 

When the Examiner's cited references are read and understood in their entirety it is clear that 
Allport [Col. 20, II. 45 - 58] does not teach or suggest what the Examiner's mistakenly believes in 
this objection, i.e. the "selection and deletion by said television viewer 
of teletext data stored in said first memory in said active 
television apparatus ", but teaches controlling a " musical entertainment " 
device [Col. 18, II. 44; FIG. 10] in which the "majority of the display 85 is 
devoted to listing the various sequences of music 325 as 
categorized by the consumer " (emphasis added) [Col. 18, II. 45 - 47]. Examiner's 
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relied upon Allport reference "col . 20, 11. 45-58" is part of the "musical 
entertainment " device's description and consequently teaches away from Appellant's 
claim. There is no teaching, or suggestion in Allport about Appellant's claimed " teletext 
data stored in said first memory in said active television 
apparatus ". 

Claim 4 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport. Claim 4 
depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 3 and it also patentable distinguishes 
over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport, at least by virtue of its dependency. 
It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 4. 

B.1.7. Claim 5: Takeyasu 

On Page 14, lines 10 -12 and lines 17 - 19 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Regarding 
claim 5, Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport 
teaches the remote control of claim 3, in addition Takeyasu 

teaches a device wherein said set of communications instructions 
executed by said television viewer include: [...] 
(vi) transmission of said retrieved teletext advertisement 
contact data block, on-demand by said television viewer to said 
third electronic device from said remote control device (Para. 
0031, 11. 22 - 31)" (emphasis added). 

Appellant has argued above in the section titled "B.I.3. Cjaim 3 (g):. Takeyasu " that the 
Examiner has mistakenly conflated Takeyasu's embodiments of a "portable 
information terminal 3" for Appellant's unique "third electronic device". 
Appellant further restricts the "third electronic device" in Dependent Claim 8 
wherein "said third electronic device comprising an electronic device other than said first 
electronic device and said second electronic device ". Takeyasu's "portable 
information terminal 3" has been identified by the Examiner as being equivalent to 
Appellant's "second electronic device" [Office Action Page 10, II. 3]. 
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Claim 5 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of All port. Claim 5 
depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 3 and it also patentable distinguishes 
over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of All port, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 5. 

B.1.8. Claim 5: Allport 

On Page 14, lines 20 -21 through Page 15, lines 1 - 5 of the Office Action, Examiner states: 
"Regarding claim 5 [...] Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of 
Allport are all silent on (vii) selection and deletion by said 
television viewer of said teletext advertisement contact data 
block stored on-demand by said television viewer in said third 
memory in said remote control device" (emphasis added). Appellant agrees with 
the Examiner's findings, but the Examiner continues: " Allport teaches selection 
and deletion by said television viewer of said teletext 
advertisement contact data block stored on-demand by said 
television viewer in said third memory in said remote control 
device (figure 2, label 135; col. 20, 11. 45-58) " (emphasis added) . 

Firstly this contradicts what the Examiner earlier asserted, i.e. "Takeyasu , in view of 

Kennedy, in view of Allport are all silent on (vii) selection 
and deletion" (emphasis added). 

Secondly, Appellant has argued above in the section titled "B.1.6. Claim 4: Allport " that the 
Examiner's mistakenly relied upon reference Allport [Col. 20, II. 45 - 58] does not teach or 
suggest what the Examiner believes in this objection, i.e. the "selection and deletion 
by said television viewer of teletext data stored in said first 
memory in said active television apparatus" . 
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Claim 5 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of All 'port. Claim 5 
depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 3 and it also patentable distinguishes 
over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of All port, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 5. 

B.1.9. Claim 8: Takeyasu 

On Page 15, lines 13 - 18 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Regarding claim 8 , 
Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport, teaches the 
third electronic device in claim 5 (Takeyasu laptop, figure 1), 
in addition a third electronic device being selected from the 
group consisting of a telephone, a computer, a personal digital 
assistant device and a television set- top box, wherein said 
third electronic device comprising an electronic device other 
than said first electronic device and said second electronic 
device (laptop, figure 1; cellular phone figure 4, label 3)" 
(emphasis added). 

Appellant's argument above in the section titled "B.1.7. Claim 5: Takeyasu" applies to the 
Examiner's mistaken objection in this case as well, including this time the Examiner's 
"cellular phone figure 4, label 3", because "label 3" is taught by Takeyasu 
as a portable information terminal, which the Examiner has identified as equivalent to 
Appellant's "second electronic device" [see Office Action Page 10, II. 2 - 3]. 

Claim 8 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport. Claim 8 
depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 3 and it also patentable distinguishes 
over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 8. 
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B.1.10. Claim 13: Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view ofAllport 

On Page 16, lines 1 - 2 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Regarding claim 13, 
Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport, teach 
everything as in claim 3 [sic]". Appellant assumes that the Examiner meant Claim 
13 and not Claim 3. 

Appellant's arguments above in the sections titled "B.l.l. Claim 3 (a): Takeyasu " through 
" B.1.3, Claim 3(g) Takeyasu" apply to the Examiner's objections to Claim 13. 

Claim 13 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view ofAllport. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 13. 

B.l.ll. Claim 14: Takeyasu 

On Page 16, lines 3 - 16 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Regarding claim 14, 
Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport teach method of 
claim 13, in addition Takeyasu teaches the method comprising 
additional steps, executed by said television viewer, of 

(f) selecting by said television viewer a specific teletext 
advertisement contact data block stored in said first memory 
means in said active television apparatus and transmitting said 
teletext advertisement contact data block (Para. 0031, 11. 22- 
31) to said remote control device (Allport, figure 2) ; storing 
[sic] 

(g) storing by said television viewer said transmitted teletext 
advertisement contact data block in said third memory means in 
said remote control device (Para. 0031, 11. 5-7, 22-31); 

(h) navigating by said television viewer said first memory means 
in said active television apparatus using an input means on 
remote control device (Para. 0016, 11. 1-7); and 
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(i) displaying by said television viewer said teletext 
advertisement contact data block, stored in said first memory 
means in said active television apparatus, on said active 
television apparatus display using said remote control device 

(Para. 0031, 11. 22-31 )" (emphasis added). Examiner is mistaken in the various 
objections in Claim 14 limitations for the following reasons: 

Firstly regarding Claim 14(f), the Examiner has conflated the list of "names of advertised articles 
and company names" [Para. 0031, II. 22 - 23] which Takeyasu's multiple information delivering 
units each deliver to a requesting Takeyasu portable information device. Appellant does not 
claim this limitation, but claims that a single active television apparatus (i.e. arguendo a single 
Takeyasu information delivering unit), stores a multiplicity of advertisements' teletext contact 
data blocks, each related to a different advertisement . The viewer browses Appellant's list of 
advertisements on a single television apparatus and selects an advertisement which is of 



Secondly, regarding Claim 14(h), the Examiner's relied upon reference does not teach or 
suggest "navigating by said television viewer said first memory 
means in said active television apparatus", but teaches "[i]n the above 
information distributing system, the delivering request means can have means for selecting only 
required access information from the access information, and requesting the delivery of the 
required access information. Further, the information delivering unit preferably has means for 
recording the number of times of the delivering request from the delivering request means" 
[Para. 0016, II. 1-7]. As previously mentioned, Takeyasu does not teach or suggest that a single 
information delivering unit stores, at any given moment, multiple advertisements. Hence, a 
viewer would not be able to navigate a list of advertisements stored in Takeyasu's single 
information delivering unit. 

Thirdly, regarding Claim 14(i), the Examiner's relied upon reference does not teach or suggest 
that a viewer can display the selected television advertisement's teletext contact data block 



interest. 



(Appeal Brief Page 36 of 56) 
Sussman, Lester 10/679,206 



" on said active television apparatus display ". Examiner's reference 
teaches that the data is displayed on the portable information terminal's " display 204 " 
(emphasis added) [Para. 0031, II. 11 and II. 22]. 



Claim 14 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of All 'port. Claim 
14 depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 13 and it also patentable 
distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of All port, at least by virtue of its 
dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 14. 
B.1.12. Claim 15: Takeyasu 

On Page 16, lines 17 - 22 through Page 17, lines 1 - 14 of the Office Action, Examiner states: 

"Regarding claim 15 Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of 
Allport teaches the method of claim 14, in addition Takeyasu 
teaches the method comprising additional steps, executed by said 
television viewer of: [...] 

(k) navigating by said television viewer said third memory means 
in said remote control device (Allport col. 12, 11. 49-67; col. 
20, 11. 45-58) using said input means on said remote control 
device ( [Takeyasu] Para . 0016, 11. 1-7) 

(1) displaying by said television viewer on said active 
television apparatus said teletext advertisement contact data 
block selected on demand [sic] by said television viewer in said 
second memory means ( [Takeyasu] Para . 0016, 11. 107) in said remote 
control device (Allport , figure 2; col. 12, 11. 49-67; col. 
20, 11. 45-58), using said input means in said remote control 
device (Allport , figure 2; col. 12, 11. 49-67; col. 20, 11. 45- 
58; Takeyasu Para. 0017, 0032); 
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(m) using by said television viewer said teletext advertisement 
contact data block stored on-demand by said television viewer in 
said third memory means in said remote control device (Allport 
col. 12, 11. 49-67; col. 20, 11. 45-58; figure 2) to contact a 
representative of said television advertisement, using a third 
electronic device over a network means ( [Takeyasu] Para . 0017, 0032; 
[Takeyasu] Para . 0016, 11. 1-7 (over telephone network for 
example) ) " (emphasis added). Once again the Examiner has mistakenly conflated the cited 
references with Appellant's Claim 15 (k) - (m). 

Regarding Claim 15(k), the Examiner's relied upon reference [Allport col. 20, II. 45-58] teaches 
controlling a " musical entertainment " device [Col. 18, II. 44; FIG. 10] in which the 
"majority of the display 85 is devoted to listing the various 
sequences of music 325 as categorized by the consumer " (emphasis 
added) [Col. 18, 11.45 -47]. Examiner's relied upon Allport reference "col. 20, 11. 45- 
58" is part of the " musical entertainment " device's description and consequently 
teaches away from Appellant's claim. There is no teaching or suggestion in Allport about 
Appellant's claimed "third memory means in said remote control device", 
which stores " teletext data ". Examiner's relied upon Allport reference "col . 12, 11 . 
4 9-67" teaches "a first area 145 is used to display a description 150 of the current program 
being watched on the primary display such as the TV. The information may include the source 
of the picture entertainment (e.g., cable, VCR, satellite TV, etc.), the station or channel (e.g., 
Ovation, HBO, channel 2, etc.), the name of the program (e.g., Miles Davis in Europe), and the 
start and end time of the picture entertainment " (emphasis added) [Col. 12, II. 49 - 56]. 
Allport does not teach or suggest a "television advertisement". Assuming, arguendo, 
that a television advertisement is considered as Allport's "current program being watched", 
Appellant asserts that knowing "the station or channel (e.g., Ovation, HBO, channel 2, etc.) and 
"the start and end time of the picture entertainment" of a television advertisement would be of 
no interest to an average television viewer. The Examiner's relied upon Takeyasu reference 
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[Para. 0016, II. 1-7] does not teach or suggest "navigating by said television 
viewer said third memory means in said remote control device". 



Regarding Claim 15(1), the Examiner's relied upon reference Takeyasu [Para. 0016, II. 1-7] does 
not teach or suggest "displaying by said television viewer on said- 
active television apparatus said teletext advertisement contact 
data block selected on demand [sic] by said television viewer in 

said second memory means" (emphasis added). 

Regarding Claim 15(m), the Examiner's relied upon references [Allport col. 12, II. 49-67; col. 20, 
II. 45-58; figure 2] do not teach or suggest "using by said television viewer 
said teletext advertisement contact data block stored on-demand 
by said television viewer in said third memory means in said 
remote control device", as claimed by Appellant. Regarding Examiner's relied upon 
references [Takeyasu] Para . 0017, 0032/ [Takeyasu] Para . 0016, 11. 1-7 
(over telephone network for example) ], nothing is taught or suggested about 
"using a third electronic device", as claimed by Appellant. Refer as well to 
Appellant's pertinent arguments above in the sections titled " B.1.3. Ciaim 3 (g): Takeyasu " and 
" B.1,7. Claim 5: Takeyasu" . 

Claim 15 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport. Claim 
15 depends from and further restricts Dependent Claim 14, which depends from and further 
restricts Independent Claim 13 and it also patentable distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of 
Kennedy, in view of Allport, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 15. 
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B.1.13. Claim 16: Takeyasu 

On Page 17, lines 15 - 22 of the Office Action, Examiner states: "Regarding claim 16, 
Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport teaches the 
method of claim 15, in addition Takeyasu teaches third 
electronic device being selected from the group consisting of a 
telephone, a computer (Laptop, figure 1), a personal digital 
assistant device and a television set-op box, [sic] set-top box; 
and wherein said third electronic device comprising an 
electronic device other than said first electronic device 
(laptop is not the telephone or the television in figure 1) and 
said second electronic device ; [...]" (emphasis added). 

As previously mentioned above in the section titled '% 13.__^ the 
Examiner is mistaken in concluding that the device depicted in Takeyasu [Fig.l, label 3] is a 
"laptop" and consequently a "third electronic device" as claimed by Appellant. 
Firstly, Examiner's device is clearly labeled '3, and is taught by Takeyasu as "a portable 
information terminal 3", which is taught in one Takeyasu embodiment as being a 
telephone [see at least Para. 0025; and Para. 0031]. In other words, the Examiner's finding for a 
"third electronic device" is the same as the Examiner's stated "second 
electronic device" [see Office Action Page 10, lines 2 - 3 re Appellant's Claim 3(d)]. 

Secondly, Takeyasu does not teach or suggest a "laptop" as believed by the Examiner. The 
Examiner's mistakenly concluded Takeyasu "laptop" [figure 1, label 3] is not a "third 
electronic device" as claimed by Appellant, because Appellant's "third 
electronic device" is " other than said first electronic device and 
said second electronic device ". 

Claim 16 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport. Claim 
16 depends from and further restricts Dependent Claims 15 and 14, which depend from and 
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further restrict Independent Claim 13 and it also patentable distinguishes over Takeyasu, in 
view of Kennedy, in view of Allport, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 16. 

B.1.16. Claim 17: Takeyasu 

Claim 17 depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 13 and it also patentable 
distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport, at least by virtue of its 
dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 17. 
B.1.17. Claim 23: Takeyasu 

Refer to Appellant's argument in the above titled section " A.1.10. Claim 22: Takeyasu, in view 
of Kennedy" regarding the Examiner's mistaken conclusion that "tags are inherent to 

differentiate one contact information from another-see [sic] list 
Para. 0031, 11. 22-31; Para. 0016, 11. 1-7" (emphasis added). Appellant's 
argument is pertinent to overcoming Examiner's objection to Claim 23. 

Claim 23 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport. Claim 
23 depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 3 and it also patentable distinguishes 
over Takeyasu, at least by virtue of its dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 23. 
B.1.17. Claim 24: Takeyasu 

Refer to Appellant's argument in the above titled section "A.1.10. Claim 22: Takeyasu. in view 
of Kennedy " regarding Examiner mistaken conclusion that "tags are inherent to 

differentiate one contact information from another-see [sic] list 
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Para. 0031, 11. 22-31; Para. 0016, 11. 1-7" (emphasis added). Appellant's 
argument is pertinent to overcoming Examiner's objection to Claim 24. 

Claim 24 patentably distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in view of Allport. Claim 
24 depends from and further restricts Independent Claim 13 and it also patentable 
distinguishes over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy and in view of Allport, at least by virtue of its 
dependency. 

It is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the Examiner's Final Rejection of Claim 24. 
B1.18. CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, Independent Claims 3 and 13 patentably distinguish over Takeyasu, in view of 
Kennedy and in view of Allport. Claims 4, 5, 8, 12- 17, and 23 - 24 depend from and further 
restrict Independent Claims 3 and 13 and all also patentably distinguish over Takeyasu, in view 
of Kennedy and in view of Allport, at least by virtue of their dependency. 

Therefore Claims 3 - 5, 8, 12 - 17 and 23 - 24 patentably distinguish over Takeyasu, in view of 
Kennedy, in view of Allport and it is respectfully requested that the Board reverse the 
Examiner's Final Rejection of these claims. 



C. GROUND OF REJECTION 3 (Claims 18, 20 - 21) 

Claims 18 and 20 - 21 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0114199 to Takeyasu (hereinafter "Takeyasu") in view of U.S. 
Patent Publication 2003/0050045 to Kennedy (hereinafter "Kennedy"), in view of U.S Patent 
6,882,299 to Allport (hereinafter "Allport") and in view of U.S Patent 5,708,478 to Tognazzini 
(hereinafter "Tognazzini"). 



(Appeal Brief Page 42 of 56) 
Sussman, Lester 10/679,206 



Claims 18, 20 and 21 respectively depend from and further restrict Independent Claims 13, 1 
and 3 and also patentably distinguish over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy and in view of All port, 
in view of Tognazzini, at least by virtue of their dependency. 

Therefore Claims 18 and 20 - 21 patentably distinguish over Takeyasu, in view of Kennedy, in 
view of Allport and in view of Tognazzini and it is respectfully requested that the Board reverse 
the Examiner's Final Rejection of these claims. 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 



1. An active television apparatus to extract on-demand television advertisement contact 
information by a television viewer comprising: 

(a) a television receiver in said active television apparatus for receiving a television 
advertisement picture signal having a television advertisement data signal embedded 
therein, wherein said television advertisement data signal representing a page of 
teletext data in said television advertisement picture signal, 

wherein said television advertisement picture signal displayed on said active television 
apparatus, 

(b) a data acquisition circuit for acquiring said page of teletext data in said television 
advertisement picture signal, 

wherein said page of teletext data in said television advertisement picture signal 
comprising a teletext advertisement contact data block and other teletext data, said 
teletext advertisement contact data block comprising a plurality of data, said plurality of 
data including contact information to contact a representative of said television 
advertisement picture signal by said television viewer, 

wherein said teletext advertisement contact data block embedded in said television 
advertisement picture signal occurring at an advertisement teletext block insertion time, 
said advertisement teletext block insertion time occurring in non real-time to said 
television advertisement picture signal transmission to said active television apparatus, 

wherein said teletext advertisement contact data block available for acquisition by said 
data acquisition circuit during display of said television advertisement picture signal on 
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said active television apparatus, 

(c) a first memory in said active television apparatus for storing a plurality of said 
teletext advertisement contact data block, 

(d) a second memory in said active television apparatus for storing a plurality of said 
other teletext data, 

(e) a first display in said active television apparatus for generating images representative 
of selected portions by said television viewer of said teletext advertisement contact 
data block, 

(f) a first block selection means for selecting by said television viewer said teletext 
advertisement contact data block for display by said television viewer on said first 
display in said active television apparatus, 

(g) a first wireless transceiver circuit in said active television apparatus for (1) 
transmitting said teletext advertisement contact data block to a remote control device 
upon receiving a request signal from said remote control device for said first block 
selection of said television advertisement picture signal, and for (2) receiving a set of 
teletext advertisement contact data block navigation instructions into said active 
television apparatus, said teletext advertisement contact data block navigation 
instructions to navigate by said television viewer, a plurality of said teletext 
advertisement contact data block stored in said first memory in said active television 
apparatus, 

(h) a second block selection means for selecting by said television viewer said teletext 
advertisement contact data block for display by said television viewer on a second 
display on said remote control device, 
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(i) a third block selection means for selecting by said television viewer said teletext 
advertisement contact data block for transmission to said remote control device, from 
said first memory, and 

(j) a microcontroller in said active television apparatus coupled to said first memory, 
said second memory, said first display, said first block selection means, said second 
block selection means, said third block selection means, and said first wireless 
transmitter circuit, and 

wherein said microcontroller in said active television apparatus being (1) configured to 
cause delivery of a set of television control signals to said first wireless transmitter 
circuit upon receiving a set of signals from said remote control device via said first 
wireless transmitter circuit and (2) to select said teletext advertisement contact data 
block, stored in said first memory in said active television apparatus, to be displayed by 
said television viewer on said first display in said active television apparatus in response 
to a request signal received from said remote control device. 

2. The active television apparatus in claim 1, wherein said first block selection means, said 
second block selection means and said third block selection means comprise a remote 
control device having a plurality of command keys. 

3. A remote control device to extract on-demand television advertisement contact 
information of a television advertisement picture signal displayed on an active television 
apparatus by a television viewer comprising: 

(a) said television advertisement picture signal comprising a page of television teletext 
data embedded therein, 
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wherein said page of television teletext data comprising a teletext advertisement 
contact data block and other teletext data, said teletext advertisement contact data 
block comprising a plurality of data, said plurality of data including contact information 
to contact on-demand by said television viewer a representative of said television 
advertisement picture signal, 

(b) a first memory in said active television apparatus for storing a plurality of said 
teletext advertisement contact data block, 

wherein said teletext advertisement contact data block embedded in said television 
advertisement picture signal occurring at an advertisement teletext block insertion time, 
said advertisement teletext block insertion time occurring in non real-time to said 
television advertisement picture signal transmission to said television apparatus, 
wherein said television advertisement picture signal received and displayed on said 
active television apparatus, 

wherein said teletext advertisement contact data block available for acquisition by a 
data acquisition circuit in said active television apparatus during display of said 
television advertisement picture signal on said active television apparatus, 

(c) a second memory in said active television apparatus for storing said other teletext 
data, 

(d) a third memory in said remote control device for storing a plurality of said teletext 
advertisement contact data block, each of said teletext advertisement contact data 
block selected and stored on-demand by said television viewer in said third memory, 
wherein said selected and stored teletext advertisement contact data block associated 
with said television advertisement picture signal displayed on said active television 
apparatus, 
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wherein said active television apparatus is a first electronic device and wherein said 
remote control device is a second electronic device, 

(e) a display in said remote control device for generating images representative of 
selected portions by said television viewer of said television advertisement picture 
signal and said teletext advertisement contact data block, 

(f) a user input device in said remote control device for enabling (1) input of television 
channel selection, (2) input of television volume control, (3) a set of television 
advertisement teletext advertisement contact data block navigation instructions by said 
television viewer, including (4) a selection input by said television viewer of said 
television advertisement picture signal displayed on said active television apparatus, 
and (5) a set of communications instructions into said remote control device, 

(g) a wireless transceiver circuit in said remote control device for transmitting (1) a set 
of control signals and (2) a set of data signals to said active television apparatus and a 
third electronic device, and (3) for receiving an on-demand selection by said television 
viewer of said teletext advertisement contact data block from said active television 
apparatus, and 

(h) a microprocessor in said remote control device coupled to said third memory, said 
display, said user input device and said wireless transmitter circuit in said remote 
control device, 

wherein said microprocessor in said remote control device being configured to cause 
delivery of (1) said set of control signals and (2) said set of data signals to said wireless 
transmitter circuit and (3) to select by said television viewer said teletext advertisement 
contact data block to be displayed on said display in said remote control device in 
response to said set of communications instructions received from said user input 
device, and 
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wherein said television advertisement teletext data is selected from the group 
comprising an analog teletext system and a digital teletext system. 

4. The remote control device of claim 3, wherein said set of communications instructions 
executed by said television viewer include: 

(i) retrieval by said television viewer and display on said display in said remote control 
device of said teletext advertisement contact data block for an advertisement displayed 
on said active television apparatus; 

(ii) retrieval by said television viewer and display on said display in said remote control 
device of said teletext advertisement contact data block stored in said active television 
apparatus first memory of a television advertisement picture signal previously displayed 
on said active television apparatus; 

(iii) selection and deletion by said television viewer of said teletext advertisement 
contact data block stored in said first memory in said active television apparatus; and 

(iv) retrieval by said television viewer of said teletext advertisement contact data block 
stored in said active television apparatus first memory of a television advertisement 
picture signal currently displayed on said active television apparatus. 

5. The remote control device of claim 3, wherein said set of communications instructions 
executed by said television viewer include: 

(v) retrieval by said television viewer and display on said display in said remote control 
device of said teletext advertisement contact data block stored on-demand by said 
television viewer in said third memory in said remote control device; 
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(vi) transmission of said retrieved teletext advertisement contact data block, on-demand 
by said television viewer to said third electronic device from said remote control device; 
and 

(vii) selection and deletion by said television viewer of said teletext advertisement 
contact data block stored on-demand by said television viewer in said third memory in 
said remote control device. 

6. (previously cancelled) 

7. The teletext in claim 1 is selected from the group comprising an analog teletext system 
and a digital teletext system. 

8. The third electronic device in claim 5 being selected from the group consisting of a 
telephone, a computer, a personal digital assistant device and a television set-top box, 
and 

wherein said third electronic device comprising an electronic device other than said first 
electronic device and said second electronic device. 

9. (previously cancelled) 

10. (previously cancelled) 

11. The wireless transceiver circuit in claim 1 being selected from the group consisting of an 
infrared circuit and a Bluetooth-enabled circuit. 
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12. The wireless transceiver circuit in claim 3 being selected from the group consisting of an 
infrared circuit and a Bluetooth-enabled circuit. 

13. A method to extract on-demand television advertisement contact information by a 
television viewer comprising the steps: 

(a) embedding said television advertisement contact information in a television picture 
signal of a television advertisement; 

wherein said embedded television advertisement contact information embedded in a 
page of teletext data, 

wherein said page of teletext data comprising a teletext advertisement contact data 
block and other teletext data, said teletext advertisement contact data block comprising 
a plurality of data, said plurality of data including contact information to contact a 
representative of said television advertisement by said television viewer; 

(b) receiving a multiplicity of said television advertisement and said teletext 
advertisement contact data block on an active television apparatus; 

(c) extracting a multiplicity of said teletext advertisement contact data block of said 
television advertisement, each of said teletext advertisement contact data block 
associated with a television advertisement picture signal of said television 
advertisement displayed on said active television apparatus, and storing on demand by 
said television viewer, said teletext advertisement contact data block in a first memory 
means in said active television apparatus, 

wherein said teletext advertisement contact data block available for acquisition by a 
data acquisition circuit in said active television apparatus during display of said 
television advertisement on said active television apparatus; 
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(d) extracting a multiplicity of said other teletext data on said active television 
apparatus, and storing each of said other teletext data in a second memory means in 
said active television apparatus; 

(e) using a remote control device to transmit on-demand by said television viewer, a 
multiplicity of said teletext advertisement contact data block of said displayed television 
advertisement picture signal on said active television apparatus from said first memory 
means in said active television apparatus to a third memory means in said remote 
control device; and 

wherein said active television apparatus is a first electronic device and wherein said 
remote control device is a second electronic device; and 

wherein said teletext advertisement contact data block embedded in said television 
advertisement picture signal occurring at an advertisement teletext block insertion time, 
said advertisement teletext block insertion time occurring in non real-time to said 
television advertisement picture signal transmission to said active television apparatus; 
and 

wherein said page of teletext data is selected from the group comprising an analog 
teletext system and a digital teletext system. 

14. The method of claim 13 comprising additional steps, executed by said television viewer, 
of: 

(f) selecting by said television viewer a specific teletext advertisement contact data 
block stored in said first memory means in said active television apparatus and 
transmitting said teletext advertisement contact data block to said remote control 
device; 
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(g) storing by said television viewer said transmitted teletext advertisement contact 
data block in said third memory means in said remote control device; 

(h) navigating by said television viewer said first memory means in said active television 
apparatus using an input means on said remote control device; and 

(i) displaying by said television viewer said teletext advertisement contact data block, 
stored in said first memory means in said active television apparatus, on said active 
television apparatus display using said remote control device. 

15. The method of claim 14 comprising additional steps, executed by said television viewer, 
of: 

(j) displaying by said television viewer said teletext advertisement contact data block, 
stored on-demand by television viewer in said third memory means in said remote 
control device, on a second display means on said remote control device; 

(k) navigating by said television viewer said third memory means in said remote control 
device using said input means on said remote control device; 

(I) displaying by said television viewer on said active television apparatus said teletext 
advertisement contact data block selected on-demand by said television viewer, in said 
third memory means in said remote control device, using said input means in said 
remote control device; 

(m) using by said television viewer said teletext advertisement contact data block stored 
on-demand by said television viewer in said third memory means in said remote control 
device to contact a representative of said television advertisement, using a third 
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electronic device over a network means. 

16. The third electronic device in claim 15 being selected from the group consisting of a 
telephone, a computer, a personal digital assistant device and a television set -top box; 
and 

wherein said third electronic device comprising an electronic device other than said first 
electronic device and said second electronic device; and 

wherein said network means being selected from the group consisting of an internet 
and a public telephone network. 

17. The television signal of claim 13 being selected from the group consisting of a cable 
television signal, a satellite television signal and a broadcast television signal. 

18. The method of claim 13 wherein said selected teletext advertisement contact data block 
is transmitted and printed on a printing device by said television viewer. 

19. (previously cancelled) 

20. The television apparatus of claim 1 wherein said selected teletext advertisement contact 
data block is transmitted and printed on a printing device by said television viewer. 

21. The remote control device in claim 3 wherein said selected teletext advertisement 
contact data block is transmitted and printed on a printing device by said television 
viewer. 

22. The television apparatus in claim 1, wherein said teletext advertisement contact data 
block comprises a first tag marking a start of said teletext advertisement contact data 
block, and a second tag marking an end of said teletext advertisement contact data 
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block, 

wherein said first tag and said second tag uniquely distinguishing said teletext 
advertisement contact data block from said other teletext data. 

23. The remote control device of claim 3, wherein said teletext advertisement contact data 
block comprises a first tag marking a start of said teletext advertisement contact data 
block, and a second tag marking an end of said teletext advertisement contact data 
block, 

wherein said first tag and said second tag uniquely distinguishing said teletext 
advertisement contact data block from said other teletext data. 

24. The method of claim 13 wherein said teletext advertisement contact data block 
comprises a first tag marking a start of said teletext advertisement contact data block, 
and a second tag marking an end of said teletext advertisement contact data block 
wherein said first tag and said second tag uniquely distinguishing said teletext 
advertisement contact data block from said other teletext data. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

This appeal brief presents no additional evidence. 



RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

This appeal has no related proceedings. 
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